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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



Applicant thanks the Examiner for the Office Action dated April 22, 2008. In response to 
the issues raised, we offer the following submissions and amendments. 

Amendments 



Independent claim 1 has been amended to highlight the features distinguishing the present 
invention from the prior art. 

Accordingly, the amendments do not add any new matter. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 has been amended such that each step in the method is defined in a paragraph 
beginning with a verb having the suffix ‘ing\ 

35 USCS112 - Claims 

Claims 1, 6, 9, 12 and 19 stand rejected as being indefinite for failing to point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter the applicant regards as the invention. 

Amended claim 1 defines the sensing device as one that has the functional capability to 
“sense the coded data and generate data regarding the at least one parameter and movement 
of the sensing device relative to the coded data”. This clearly excludes bar code scanners or 
a scanner or any device that is capable of reading code on a document. 

The sensing device has been defined to have a specific set of capabilities with respect to 
sensing the coded data and generating data about the banking transaction parameter as well 
as the relative movement of the device and the form which place it well beyond the scope of 
a generic sensing device such as commonplace barcode scanners. However, the written 
description provides an enabling disclosure of a device that does have this specific set of 
capabilities. 

Accordingly the claims are fully supported by the disclosure of the written description. 

Claims - 35USCS103 

Claim 1 stands rejected as obvious in light of US 2001/0037297 to McNair in view of US 
5,797,523 to Patterson Jr. et al. 

The Applicant assumes that the Examiner intended to cite US 5,797,002 to Patterson Jr. et 
al, as Patterson Jr. is not an inventor in ‘523 whose disclosure resides in an unrelated field of 
technology. 

Neither of the citations teach or suggest the use of a sensing device that is capable of 
sensing the coded data and generating data regarding a banking transaction and movement 
of the sensing device relative to the coded data. The transaction parameter and the relative 
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movement of the device across the coded data allow the correct designated function to be 
performed at the bank computer system. 

The wand 48 in McNair is simply a bar code scanner for conveniently accessing the a web 
page that the customer then uses to perform a transaction using keyboard and mouse input 
as per normal Internet banking. There is no generation of data relating to movement relative 
to the bar code, just the bar code itself. 

The Patterson Jr. reference does not teach a sensing device at all. It provides a stylus 
writing on a touch screen. The handwritten message is then sent to or from the trading 
crowd on the trading floor of the stock exchange. There is no encoded media substrate. 
Indeed, Patterson Jr. is teaching away from hardcopy messages which are hand delivered by 
runners. Printing hardcopies from the PC operated by the booth clerk is done for record 
keeping. 

In light of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the McNair and Patterson Jr. references 
fail to teach all the elements of amended claim 1 . It follows that the citations do support a 
§103 rejection. 

Claims 2-21 stand rejected as obvious in light of McNair and Patterson Jr. et al, in view of 
US 6,539,361 to Richards et al, in further view of US 6,330,976 to Dymetman et al. 

Richards and Dymetman also fail to teach any use of a sensing device that can read coded 
data and generate data regarding the coded data sensed and the movement of the sensing 
device relative to the coded data, or the use of a computer system that interprets the data 
generated to determine a designated function. The Dymetman stylus records movement on 
a page for the purpose of handwriting capture only. 

Pursuant to the above, none of the cited documents disclose all the elements of amended 
claim 2 and therefore, any of the dependent claims 2-21. Accordingly, these claims are 
likewise novel and inventive in view of the cited prior art. 
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Conclusion 



It is respectfully submitted that the Examiner's rejections has been successfully traversed 
and the application is now in condition for allowance. Accordingly, favorable 
reconsideration is courteously solicited. 

Very respectfully, 



Applicant/s: 






Jacqueline Anne Lapstun 

A- 

Paul Lapstun 

C/o: Silverbrook Research Pty Ltd 

393 Darling Street 
Balmain NSW 2041, Australia 



Email: kia.silverbrook@silverbrookresearch.com 

Telephone: +612 9818 6633 

Facsimile: +61 2 9555 7762 




